Evidence for Defence.
Dr Frederick S. Toogood
it not?—Yes; I have already said that it does, although I qualified
it by saying sometimes they are extremely difficult to elicit.
You see absence of knee jerks was put to you as being an
indication, and you said that is often absent in functional disease;
but, as I understand what you say now, you would expect the knee
jerks in functional disease to be present or increased]—I expect
it to be present, but I should not expect it to be increased in its
functional condition. Of course, there are functional diseases in
which they are very much increased.
The fact that they are there is a helpful symptom on which
to diagnose that the disease is functional?—Yes. In a case of
poison like arsenic I would expect vomiting to come on before
diarrhoea j but there, again, symptoms of arsenical poisoning are
extremely variable. I should, however, expect vomiting first and
diarrhoea afterwards. In the case of arsenical poisoning the tem-
perature, as a rule, is not much affected. The tendency would
be to an increase, if anything. If in the case of Mr. Martin the
symptoms had been vomiting first, diarrhoea afterwards, tem-
perature giving no particular assistance, and arsenic found in
the urine, I would certainly think these symptoms indicated
arsenical poisoning, if you could rely upon the arsenic having
been passed in the urine.
What do you mean by having said in this case you attach
some importance to the fact that the urine was not passed in the
presence of the doctor?—Because it is not a scientific test. I do
not mean that if it has been passed in the presence of the doctor
there would have been no arsenic in it. I have had no cases in
my own experience of encapsulation of arsenic which delayed
these symptoms. I remember the question was put to Dr, Spils-
bury and Dr. Willcox, and they were asked if they in their ex-
perience had known of encapsulation of arsenic, and they answered
they never had experience of it. I said I should not have ex-
pected anybody who had taken a dose of arsenic at 5.30 to have
eaten a dinner, or at any rate a good dinner, at 7.30.
Did you observe in the evidence that he left Mayfield at 6.30,
got home at seven, and complained of nausea 1—I should have taken
that as an additional reason why he would not have eaten any
dinner.
At the urgent solicitation of his wife he ate some dinner,
although he was not inclined for it?—Yes.
I suppose if any encapsulation ever took place it might bave
occurred in the case of Mr. Martin and delayed the symptoms?—
I do not see any evidence of encapsulation there.
Supposing he had taken it with the arsenic enclosed in food,
took it in some scone or bread and butter, it might have been
for tbat purpose encysted or encapsuled in the food he took?—No,
it does not become encapsuled in the food; it becomes encapsuled
on the coating of the stomach.
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